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[EDITOR’S NOTE: This article is the 
second installment of a two-part critique 
of an article written by James Hutson, 
Library of Congress Manuscript Division 
Chief, on the Founding Fathers’ atti- 
tudes toward Islam. Part I appeared in 
the March issue. Part II follows below 
and continues, without introductory 
comments, where the first article ended.| 


UTSON observes that 
in their 1780 state con- 
stitution, “[o]fficials in 
Massachusetts afforded the most 
ample liberty of conscience...to Deists, 


Mahometans, Jews and Christians” 


(2002)—an allusion to Samuel West’s 
discussion of tax assessments for the 
support of the public teaching of reli- 
gion and morality. This observation is 
accurate as long as one clearly under- 


stands that “liberty of conscience” 


specifically meant no governmental 
intrusion, but did not extend to the 
encouragement or promotion of 
Islam in public life. Proof of this 
contention is seen in the Third Article 
of the 1780 constitution itself, in 
which the legislature was authorized 
“to make suitable provision...for the 
institution of the public worship of 
God and for the support and mainte- 
nance of public Protestant teachers 
of piety, religion, and morality in all 
cases where such provision shall not 
be made voluntarily.” The constitu- 
tion also stated that “every denomi- 
nation of Christians, demeaning 


themselves peaceably and as good 

subjects of the commonwealth, shall 

be equally under the protection of the 

law; and no subordination of any sect 

or denomination to another shall ever 

be established by law” (Constitution 

of... 1780, L.IIL, emp. added). Hutson 

fails to divulge that the constitu- 
tion stipulated that the governor was 

required to “declare himself to be of 
the Christian religion” (Constitution 

of... U.ILLII, emp. added), and that 

any who wished to serve as governor, 
lieutenant governor, counselor, sena- 
tor, or representative were required to 

take an oath of office which included: 

“I...do declare that I believe the 

Christian religion, and have a firm 

persuasion of its truth” (Constitution 

of... ILILV.I, emp. added). Notice that 

these stipulations inherently excluded 

Muslims holding office in that state— 
proof that the Founders’ definition of 

“tolerance” differs significantly from 

Hutson’s characterization. 


Samuel West, himself, was a strong 
advocate of the teaching of Christian 
morality and virtue by the state. 
He believed that the promotion of 
Christianity by the state did not 
interfere with the right of a Muslim 
to worship as he chooses—“till he 
disturbs the public or bothers oth- 
ers in their religious worship” (as 
quoted in Green, 2010, p. 50). But he 
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most certainly did not countenance, 
and would not have countenanced, 
equal promotion of Islam in society. 
Hutson’s allusion to Massachusetts 
Supreme Court ChiefJustice Parsons’ 


“resounding” affirmation of religious 


liberty in 1810 is equally misleading. 
The reference is to the opinion of the 
court in Barnes vs. Falmouth, penned 
by Parsons, which centered on the 
constitutionality of the Third Article 
of the Constitution of Massachusetts 
quoted above. Parsons clarified the 
meaning of “liberty of conscience” 
as the right of the “Protestant or 
Catholick [sic], Jew, Mahometan, 
or Pagan” to have his own “religious 
opinion and worship,” free from gov- 
ernmental persecution or coercion. 
Yet the Massachusetts constitution 
made provision for the “publick [sic] 
teaching of the precepts and maxims 
of the religion of protestant chris- 
tians to all the people’—the very 
thing Parsons and the court defended 
and insisted was not antithetical to 
religious liberty for those who do not 


profess Christianity. What’s more, 


Parsons brought his masterful opinion 
to a grand conclusion that further 
verifies that the essentiality and pri- 
ority of Christianity was assumed: 

[T]he people are to be applauded, 

as well for their benevolence as 

for their wisdom, that in selecting 

a religion [Christianity—DM], 

whose precepts and sanctions 

might supply the defects in civil 

government, necessarily limited in 

its power, and supported only by 

temporal penalties, they adopted a 

religion founded in truth; which 

in its tendency will protect our 

property here, and may secure to 

us an inheritance in another anda 

better country (“Defence of the...,” 

1820, p. 7, emp. added). 
Once again, the sanitized version of 
America’s history confuses religious 
tolerance with endorsement, promo- 
tion, and accommodation, and fails 
to discern the distinction made by 
the Founders between religious toler- 
ance on the one hand, and their firm 
beliefin the priority of the Christian 
religion on the other. 


Hutson cites Ezra Stiles (Yale College 
president from 1778-1795) as support- 
ing the notion that Muslim morals 
are “far superior to the Christian.” 
This claim is a preposterous misrep- 
resentation of the facts. Stiles’ com- 
ments came in a sermon preached 
before the governor and legislature of 
Connecticut in 1783. In extolling the 
glory of America with its purest form 
of Christianity in the world, Stiles 
alluded to the fact that “Sir William 
Temple, Sale, and other learned deists, 
fond of depreciating Christian vir- 
tue by comparisons, have extolled 
and celebrated the Mohammedan, 
Chinese, and other Oriental mor- 
als, as far superior to the Christian” 
(1783). But Stiles disagreed with 
their assessment. He insisted that, 
in contrast to all other religions, 
“the more Christianity prevails in a 


country, civil society will be more 
advanced, ferocious manners will 
give way to the more mild, liberal, 
just, and amiable manners of the 
gospel.” He stated his belief that “[a] 
time will come when six hundred 
millions of the human race shall be 


ready to drop their idolatry and all 
false religion, when Christianity 
shall triumph over superstition, as 
well as Deism, and Gentilism, and 
Mohammedanism.” Ezra Stiles pro- 
vides no support for the encourage- 
ment of Islam in America. He believed 
it to be “false religion,” along with 
superstition, deism, and paganism. 
In discussing the religious beliefs 
of people as those beliefs relate to 
citizenship ina republic, the Founders 
clearly believed that Christianity 
is the one religion that most fully 
coincides with the republican prin- 
ciples they espoused. They considered 
Christianity the “one true religion.” 
[NOTE: The Continental Congress 
repeatedly referred to Christianity as 
“true religion” in their proclamations 
to the American public; see the June 
1775, March 1779, and October 1782 
proclamations in Miller, 2009 and 
Miller, 2012.] Benjamin Franklin 
stated pointedly: “History will also 
afford frequent Opportunities of 
showing the Necessity of a Public 
Religion, from its Usefulness to the 
Public; the Advantage of a Religious 
Character among private Persons; the 
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Mischiefs of Superstition, &c. and 
the Excellency of the Christian 
Religion above all others ancient or 
modern” (1840, 1:573, emp. added). 
Since adherents of other religions 
would wish to be included in the 
grand American experiment, the 
Founders naturally gave some con- 
sideration to the ability of professors 
of non-Christian religion to fit into 
the American political and social 
framework. It is in this context that 
the Founders acknowledged Islam’s 
belief in afterlife. Due to their convic- 
tion that no one was a fit citizen in 
a Republic if he did not believe in a 
future state of rewards and punish- 
ments, i.e., heaven and hell, as suf- 
ficient motivation to tell the truth 
and refrain from licentious behav- 
ior, as noted earlier, they banned 
atheists from serving as witnesses 
in court. They recognized, however, 
that though Islam contained many 
objectionable and absurd beliefs 
(including the notion that the faith- 
ful Muslim will be rewarded with 
virgins in paradise—a point noted by 
Hutson from the Boston newspaper), 
at least it indoctrinated its adherents 
with a firm belief in punishment and 
reward in the afterlife. 

But observe that such an acknowl- 
edgement hardly constitutes proof of 
their approval of the bulk of Islam’s 
tenets, or their desire to leave the 
impression that Islam ought to be 
welcomed with open arms and held up 
in America as a credible religion on a 
par with Christianity. Even Hutson’s 
allusion to the comment made by 
Declaration signer Dr. Benjamin Rush 
is taken wholly out of context when 
he notes that Rush stated he had 

“rather see the opinions of Confucius 
or Mohammed inculcated upon our 
youth than see them grow up wholly 
devoid of a system of religious princi- 
ples.” Rush obviously considered “the 


opinions of Confucius or Mohammed” 


as merely the lesser of two evils, ie., 
better some religion than no religion. 
He would be shocked to think that 
anyone today would take his remark 
as supportive or even friendly toward 
either Confucius or Mohammed. 
Examine the statement in its original 
context in the essay Dr. Rush penned 
titled, “Of the Mode of Education 
Proper in a Republic,” in which he 
described the mode of education that 
should be adopted “so as to secure 
to the state all the advantages to be 
derived from the proper instruction 
of youth.” He specifically stressed 
the importance of instruction in the 
Christian religion: 
[T]he only foundation for a use- 
ful education in a republic is to 
be laid in Religion. Without this 
there can be no virtue, and without 
virtue there can be no liberty, and 
liberty is the object and life of all 
republican governments. 
Such is my veneration for every 
religion that reveals the attributes 
of the Deity, or a future state of 
rewards and punishments, that 
I had rather see the opinions of 
Confucius or Mahomed incul- 
cated upon our youth, than see 
them grow up wholly devoid of a 
system of religious principles. But 
the religion I mean to recom- 
mend in this place, is that of 
the New Testament (1798, p. 8, 
emp. added). 
Dr. Rush then proceeded to declare 
the superiority and priority of 
Christianity in a republic, even 
clarifying, “I wish to be excused for 
repeating here, that if the bible did 
not convey a single direction for the 
attainment of future happiness, it 
should be read in our schools in 
preference to all other books” (p. 
100, emp. added). No provision what- 
soever was made by him or any other 
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Benjamin Rush 


Founder for the use of the Quran in 
our schools or courts. 

Hutson’s mention of the petition 
from the group of citizens from 
Chesterfield County, Virginia call- 
ing for religious liberty for “Jews, 
Mcehometans and Christians” must 
also be understood in its historical 
setting. Patrick Henry had proposed 
a bill “establishing a provision for the 
teachers of the Christian religion” 
in which the teachers would receive 
financial remuneration from the state 
(1784). The fact is that the citizens 
behind the Chesterfield County peti- 
tion were concerned that the bill was 
detrimental to “the true interests 
of Christianity” (Virginia General 
Assembly, 1828, p. 36, emp. added). 
Their concern was that government 
support of religion tends to corrupt it 
by showing partiality to one Christian 
sect over others and interfering with 
the rights of Christian conscience, 
thereby violating civil and natural 
rights. Neither side in the debate 
intended to leave the impression that 
Islam is a true religion, nor did they 
intend to promote Islam in Virginia 
as equally authentic or deserving of a 
place of equal status with Christianity. 

James Madison’s rebuttal to Henry’s 
bill, Memorial and Remonstrance 
against Religious Assessments, 

(cont. on p. 45) 
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In one of the more well-known scenes of 
Scripture, the Lord, in the midst of an uncon- 
sumed burning bush, appeared to Moses on 
Mount Horeb. He revealed to Moses that it was 
time to deliver the Israelites out of Egyptian 
bondage. It was time to give the descendants 
of Abraham the land of Canaan, which He 
had promised to his descendants more than 
400 years earlier (cf. Genesis 12:1,7; 13:15; 
15:13). It was time for Moses to lead God’s 
people out of Egypt (Exodus 3:10). 

Moses, however, was not convinced that 
he was the one to go to Pharaoh and make 
such demands. “Who am I that I should 
go to Pharaoh...?” Moses asked the Lord 
(Exodus 3:11). “O my Lord, Iam not eloquent, 
neither before nor since You have spoken to 
Your servant; but I am slow of speech and 
slow of tongue” (4:10). “Behold, I am of 
uncircumcised lips, and how shall Pharaoh 
heed me?” (6:30). 

Some wonder how Moses could be inelo- 
quent, if Stephen, in his speech to an angry 
mob prior to his death, described Moses as 
one “mighty in words and deeds” (Acts 7:22, 
emp. added). According to Bible critic Steve 
Wells, author of the The Skeptic's Annotated 
Bible, Acts 7:22 contradicts Exodus 4:10- 
16 and 6:12-30 (2013). R. Paul Buchman 
likewise lists these verses on his Web site 

“1001 Contradictions and Discrepancies in 
the Christian Bibles” (2011). Allegedly, Acts 
7:22 is incompatible with what we learn about 
Moses in Exodus 3-6. How could Moses be 

“mighty in words,” yet also be ineloquent? 

First, it is possible that Moses was not 
as ineloquent and “slow of speech” as one 
might initially think. The Bible student 
must keep in mind who made the statements 
about Moses’ speech in the book of Exodus. 
God did not say that Moses was incapable 
of speaking effectively—Moses did. Moses 
made these statements about himself. What’s 
more, Moses made the statements about 
himself after God had instructed him (1) 
to go back to the land where he had fled 
40 years earlier for fear of his life (Exodus 
2:15), (2) to present himself before the most 
powerful king on Earth (3:10), and (3) to 
tell the king of Egypt to let hundreds of 
thousands of Israelite slaves go free (Exodus 
3:10; cf. Numbers 1:46). Moses was obviously 
afraid and doubted if he could do what God 


commanded. “Who am I that I should go 
to Pharaoh...?” Moses asked (Exodus 3:11). 
He said: “Suppose they will not believe me 
or listen to my voice; suppose they say, “The 
Lord has not appeared to yow” (4:1). Even 
after seeing two amazing miracles (4:3-8), 
Moses still offered excuses (4:10). Moses 
was so troubled over the entire matter that 
he finally pleaded with God saying, “O my 
Lord, please send someone else” (4:13, ESV, 
emp. added). 

What was God’s response to Moses? 
According to Exodus 4:14, “[T]he anger of 
the Lord was kindled against Moses.” In addi- 
tion to Moses being “very humble, more than 


all men who were on the face of the earth” 


(Numbers 12:3), Moses appears to have been 
so alarmed by the thought of going back 
to Egypt and making demands of Pharaoh 
that he highly exaggerated his ineloquence. 
Could it not be said that Moses stated fairly 
eloquently his case for being “ineloquent”? 
What’s more, when he wrote all of these 
events (and others) down by inspiration years 
later (in the Pentateuch—Joshua 8:32; John 
5:46), he was equally as “eloquent.” [NOTE: 
Simply because God spoke of Aaron as one 
who “can speak well” (Exodus 4:14), does 
not necessarily mean that Moses was not 
an eloquent speaker, or that God thought 
that Moses was not up for the task at hand. 
Obviously, God had more confidence in Moses’ 
abilities than Moses did. It was Moses’ fear 
and hesitancy, not his alleged ineloquence, 
that lead our long suffering God to elevate 
Aaron as His spokesman.] 

Ifthe skeptic refuses to accept that Moses 
was much more eloquent than the prophet 
claimed in his meeting with God on Mount 
Horeb, the Bible student might also point 
out that Stephen’s reference to Moses being 

“mighty in words and deeds” was (in context) 
in reference to Moses during the first 40 
years of his life in Egypt (Acts 7:22). In 
Stephen’s speech in Acts 7, he reminded his 
Jewish audience that Pharaoh’s daughter 
brought Moses up “as her own son. And 
Moses was learned in all the wisdom of the 
Egyptians, and was mighty in words and 
deeds” (Acts 7:21-22). Stephen then stated: 
“Now when he [Moses] was forty years old, 
it came into his heart to visit his brethren, 
the children of Israel...” (7:23). It was after 


(cont. on p. 44) 
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hat will your children do this summer that will have a positive impact on their souls? 
What eternally important activities will they be involved in? Will they spend their 
summer glued to televisions, iPads, video games, and cell phones, or will they take the 
time to “grow in the grace and knowledge” of God? 
Why not encourage your children and the youth of your local 
congregation to seize the summer and attend Apologetics - | a | 


Press’ soul-strengthening Christian Evidences camp, as they 
fellowship with Christians from around the country? 


Director and Teachers 


Eric Lyons of Apologetics Press will once again direct 
the A.P. Camp. Speakers forthe week include Eric, 
Kyle Butt, Dave Miller, and Jeff Miller. Some of ‘ 
those teaching the younger-age classes include 

A.P. support staff members such as Rob Baker 

and Rhonda Thompson, as well as some great 
preachers and youth directors who are close friends 
and supporters of the work at A.P. 


ee 
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Things to bring: ili 

~ ABible, notebook, and pen/pencil 

~ Bedding; sleeping bag and/or twin sheets 
and a pillow 

« Toothbrush, toothpaste, towels and wash- 
cloths, soap, shampoo, etc. 

- Sunscreen and insect repellant 

+ Flashlight 


*Registration is first come, first served. The camp 
site will hold approximately 215 campers, and we 
expect to be filled to capacity. 


Ifyou would like to know more about 
A.P’s summer camp, please call 
334-272-8558. 


Miscellaneous Camp Information 


¢ Youcan register on-line at www.indiancreekyouthcamp.org. 
e The camp is for 3rd-12th graders. 
« Cost: $135. (All checks are to be made to ICYC.) 

For more information, please call (334) 272-8558. 


If campers bring cell phones, iPods, etc., these devices are to remain in their suitcases through- 
out the week (or be taken up by a counselor). Campers are not allowed to call, text, or play video 
games during camp. 


In addition to three great meals each day by some wonderful volunteer cooks, campers will have 
access to at least two free canteen breaks (including a coke and at least one snack each day). 
There will also be a“trading post” open (at least once a day) that will be selling T-shirts, polos, 
hats, decals, plus candies and drinks. *Campers will only need money if they want something 
from the trading post. 


Campers are to:'dress modestly. One ICYC rule to keep in mind: “All shorts must come to the knee 
when standing up.’ 


Boys and girls are separated for swim time at the pool, but not at the creek. If campers choose to 
swim at the creek (which is a lot of fun), shorts and colored shirts must be worn at all times. 


All medications (prescription and non-prescription) should be (1) put inside a zip-loc bag, 
(2) labeled with the camper’s name, and (3) turned in to the camp nurse at check-in. 
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Reaturey Mritele (Continued) 


another “forty years had passed” (7:30)—after 

Moses had become a shepherd and had dwelt 

in the land of Midian for 40 years—that, at 

the age of 80, Moses made excuses before 

God of being ineloquent. Thus, in context, 
these statements were made about a man at 

two very different periods of time in his life. 
And, as everyone should know, two differ- 
ent statements cannot rationally be said 

to contradict each other if they are refer- 
ring to two different time periods. How 
many of us were better at something in our 
younger years? Could Moses have not been 

a more eloquent speaker at 40 than at 80 

(after spending four decades as a shepherd 

in a foreign land)? 

[NOTE: Some might argue that since 
Moses said to God, “I am not eloquent, nei- 
ther before nor since You have spoken to 
Your servant” (Exodus 4:10, emp. added), 
this means that Moses was never “mighty 
in words,” neither at 40 nor 80. Keep in 
mind, however, (1) it was Moses making 
this assertion, not God, and (2) we cannot 
be certain how far back in the past Moses 
meant for this statement to apply. He just as 
easily could have been referring to a time just 
before God appeared to him from the burn- 
ing bush. What’s more, the events recorded 
in Exodus 3-4 could very easily have lasted 
days or weeks (cf. 4:14,27-28). Commentator 
Albert Barnes believes that this statement in 
Exodus 4:10 “seems to imply that some short 
time had intervened between this address 
and the first communication of the divine 
purpose to Moses” (1997).] 

Sadly, skeptics not only ignore who made 
these statements, as well as the different time 
periods under discussion in the related pas- 
sages, they also ignore the fact that different 
words are used, which do not necessarily 
mean the same thing. Even if Moses was 
not exaggerating about his ineloquence, 
and even if the statements in Exodus 3-6 
and Acts 7:22 were referring to the same 
period of time in Moses’ life, being “slow of 
speech and slow of tongue” is not neces- 
sarily incompatible with being “mighty 
in words” (Acts 7:22). In fact, the phrase 
“mighty in words” (dunatos en logois) imme- 
diately follows Stephen describing Moses as 
“learned in all the wisdom of the Egyptians.’ 
How could Moses, an (alleged) ineloquent 
speaker, be “mighty in words”? Asking this 
question a little differently could help us 
answer it much easier. Could a man (1) of 
royalty, (2) who was very well educated, and 


> 


> 


(3) whose actions were described as “mighty, 
ever be considered “mighty in words,” even 
though he may not be the greatest of ora- 
tors? Most certainly. How many first-class 
athletes and coaches have given extremely 
motivating speeches to their teams and fans 
(e.g., Tim Tebow), and yet they may not be 
viewed as “eloquent” speakers? How many 
statesmen have risen to the occasion and 
delivered stirring addresses at crucial times 
in history (e.g., President George W. Bush’s 
speech at Ground Zero three days after the 
9/11 attacks), though the statesmen generally 
were not viewed as great orators? How many 
people throughout history have been “mighty 
in words” as a writer, but not as a speaker? 
How many gospel preachers have I heard in 
my lifetime, who (1) knew the Scriptures 
extremely well, and (2) had done amazing 
things in their lifetime, and yet although 
they may not have been considered “great 
orators,” could truly be said to be “mighty 
in words”? Considering that “the gospel of 
Christ...is the power of God to salvation” 
(Romans 1:16), many stirring sermons have 
been preached the past 2,000 years by rather 
weak men. Even one of the greatest gospel 
preachers this world has ever known (the 
apostle Paul), stated to the Corinthians: 
“And I, brethren, when I came to you, did 
not come with excellence of speech or of 
wisdom” (1 Corinthians 2:1). 

Skeptics’ criticisms of Exodus 3-6 and 
Acts 7:22 should only further confirm how 
superficial and manipulative their accusa- 
tions against the Bible writers really are. 
The fact is, Bible critics have no proof that 
these passages contradict each other; yet, 
as with so many alleged discrepancies they 
champion, skeptics seem to care little about 
making false, unprovable allegations. In other 
arenas, such individuals would be ostracized 
for such blatant carelessness and dishonesty. 


REFERENCES 

Barnes, Albert (1997), Barnes’ Notes (Electronic Data- 
base: Biblesoft). 

Buchman, R. Paul (2001), “1001 Contradictions and 
Discrepancies in the Christian Bibles,” http:// 
www.1001biblecontradictions.com/12a%20-%20 
HOJ%20%5B76-103%5D.html. 

Wells, Steve (2013), The Skeptic’s Annotated Bible, http:// 
www.skepticsannotatedbible.com/contra/moses_ 


speaker.html. 


APRIL 2013 R&R Keeceucee 33(4):44 


demonstrates that all parties con- 
cerned were not interested in offering 


sanction to Islam. Notice Madison’s 
12" reason for opposing the bill: 
Because the policy of the Bill is 
adverse to the diffusion of the 
light of Christianity. The first 
wish of those who enjoy this pre- 
cious gift ought to be that it may 
be imparted to the whole race of 
mankind. Compare the number 
of those who have as yet received 
it with the number still remain- 
ing under the dominion of false 
Religions (1785, emp. added). 
According to Madison, all reli- 
gions except Christianity are “false 
Religions” that need the enlight- 
enment that Christianity provides. 
He believed that Henry’s bill would 
interfere with imparting Christianity 
to the whole world. The Chesterfield 
petition may be juxtaposed with the 
one presented by the citizens of Surrey 
County, which insisted that the bill 
was, in fact, “consistent with the 
principles of equal liberty, tending to 
promote the great interests of religion, 
and founded on the experience and 


practice of all Christian nations” 


(Virginia..., p. 36, emp. added). So 
those who opposed the bill were 
concerned that, by intruding into 
the realm of religion, the govern- 
ment might eventually usurp its role, 


overstep its power, and interfere with 
the free exercise of the Christian 
religion by the varying sects. 


To repeat, it is imperative that 
the discussion of religious freedom 
in America in the 21“ century be 
framed and shaped by the Founders’ 
insistence that (1) all non-Christian 
religions are to be tolerated—as long 
as they do not advocate violence or 
immorality, and (2) the existence of 
the Republic, and all the features of 
the American way of life that are the 
envy of the world, depend on a major- 
ity of Americans maintaining their 
belief in and practice of the general 
principles of the Christian religion. 
In the words of prominent Founder, 
Noah Webster, regarding the indis- 
pensable nature of Christianity to 
the existence of our Republic: 


[O]ur citizens should early under- 
stand that the genuine source of 
correct republican principles is 
the Bible, particularly the New 
Testament or the Christian 
religion... [T]he religion which 
has introduced civil liberty, is the 
religion of Christ and his apostles, 
which enjoins humility, piety, and 
benevolence; which acknowledged 
in every persona brother, or a sister, 
and a citizen with equal rights. This 
is genuine Christianity, and to this 
we owe our free constitutions of 
government.... [T]he Christian 
religion ought to be received, and 
maintained with firm and cordial 
support. It is the real source ofall 
genuine republican principles.... 
The religion of Christ and his 
apostles, in its primitive simplicity 
and purity, unencumbered with 
the trappings of power and the 
pomp of ceremonies, is the surest 
basis of a republican govern- 
ment.... [T]hose who destroy the 
influence and authority of the 
Christian religion, sap the founda- 
tions of public order, of liberty, and 
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of republican government... (1832, 
pp. v,247,310-311, emp. added). 
The United States commenced their 
existence under circumstances 
wholly novel and unexampled 
in the history of nations. They 
commenced with civilization, 
with learning, with science, with 
constitutions of free government, 
and with that best gift of God to 
man, the Christian religion (as 
quoted in Scudder, 1881, p. 242, 
emp. added). 


CONCLUSION 


ET it be repeated once again that, 

having a Christian mindset, the 
vast majority of the Founders were for 
religious tolerance, meaning that they 
were willing for those who embraced 
non-Christian religions to come to 
the country and not be persecuted. 
However, under no circumstances 
should such tolerance be miscon- 
strued to mean that the Founders 
intended to convey credibility to such 
religions, implying that those beliefs 
would be beneficial to America’s way 
of life if incorporated into its pub- 
lic institutions. Even the Founders’ 
consistent depiction of Muslims as 
“Mahometans” (a term offensive to 
Muslims) demonstrates their antipa- 
thy towards Islam, since they regarded 
the religion as the concocted inven- 
tion of Muhammad—not the God 
of the Bible. 


Indeed, a number of the Founders 
went on record explicitly denigrating 
the religion of Islam. One “Father of 
American Jurisprudence,” the bril- 
liant New York State Supreme Court 
Chief Justice James Kent, labeled 
“Mahomet” as an “impostor” (The 
People v..., 1811). Son of John Adams 
and 6" President John Quincy Adams 
insisted that Muhammad possessed 
“the fraudulent spirit of an impos- 
tor,’ and the notion that he was a 


prophet and apostle of God was an 


“audacious falsehood” (Blunt, 1830, 
29:269). In his masterful refutation 
of Thomas Paine’s Age of Reason, one 


time president of the Continental 
Congress, Elias Boudinot, also labeled 
Muhammad an “impostor” (1801, p. 
37) and insightfully observed that 


Mahomet aimed to establish his 
pretensions to divine author- 
ity, by the power of the sword 
and the terrors of his govern- 
ment; while he carefully avoided 
any attempts at miracles in the 
presence of his followers, and all 
pretences to foretell things to 
come. His acknowledging the 
divine mission of Moses and 
Christ confirms their author- 
ity as far as his influence will go 
while their doctrines entirely 
destroy all his pretensions to 
the like authority.... And now, 
where is the comparison between 
the supposed prophet of Mecca, 
and the Son of God; or with what 
propriety ought they to be named 
together?...The difference between 
these characters is so great, that the 
facts need not be further applied 
(pp. 36,39, emp. added). 
This premiere Founder merely 
expressed the sentiments of the bulk 
of the Founders as well as the rank 
and file of American citizens. 
American Revolutionary War patriot 
and hero, best known for the capture 
of Fort Ticonderoga, Ethan Allen, 
likewise considered “Mahomet” an 


“impostor.” In his Reason, The Only 
Oracle of Man, Allen stated: 


Mahomet taught his army that 

the “term of every man’s life was 

fixed by God, and that none could 

shorten it, by any hazard that he 

might seem to be exposed to in 

battle or otherwise,” but that 

it should be introduced into 

peacable [sic] and civil life, and 

be patronized by any teachers 

of religion, is quite strange, as 

it subverts religion in general, 

and renders the teaching of it 

unnecessary... [We] are liable to 

be imposed upon by impostors, 

or by ignorant and insidious 

teachers, whose interest it may 

be to obtrude their own systems 

on the world for infallible truth, 

as in the instance of Mahomet 

(1854, pp. 17,35-36, emp. added). 
[NOTE: Sadly, in later life, Allen 
broke with the majority of the country 
and Founders in his published rejec- 
tion of Christianity and the Bible.] 
The Father of American Geography, 
Jedidiah Morse, cogently articu- 
lated the rationale of the Founders 
and most early Americans when he 
explained: 


The foundations which support 
the interest of Christianity, are 
also necessary to support a free 
and equal government like our 
own. In all those countries where 
there is little or no religion, or a 
very gross and corrupt one, as in 
Mahometan and Pagan countries, 
there you will find, with scarcely 
a single exception, arbitrary and 
tyrannical governments, gross 
ignorance and wickedness, and 
deplorable wretchedness among 
the people. To the kindly influ- 
ence of Christianity we owe that 
degree of civil freedom, and 
political and social happiness 
which mankind now enjoy. In 
proportion as the genuine effects of 
Christianity are diminished in any 
nation, either through unbelief, 
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or the corruption of its doctrines, 
or the neglect of its institutions; 
in the same proportion will the 
people of that nation recede from 
the blessings of genuine freedom, 
and approximate the miseries of 
complete despotism (1799, emp. 
added). 

One final thought: Due to the wide- 
spread expulsion of God, the Bible, 
and Christianity from America’s 
social and political life, fomented 
by the liberal forces of “political cor- 
rectness, diversity, and tolerance,” 
the encroachments of anti-Chris- 
tian ideologies (like Islam) must 
inevitably hasten the demise of the 
American Republic as she has existed 
for over two centuries. To suggest that 
America can assimilate Islam and 
Sharia law into its national life and 
remain free and prosperous is naiveté 
in the extreme (cf. “McDonald’s 
Settles...,” 2013). As General George 
S. Patton observed, having witnessed 
the impact of Islam on the countries 
of North Africa, 

One cannot but ponder the ques- 
tion: What if the Arabs had been 
Christians? To me it seems cer- 


tain that the fatalistic teachings 
of Mohammed and the utter 


degradation of women is the out- 

standing cause for the arrested 

development of the Arab. He 

is exactly as he was around the 

year 700, while we have kept on 

developing. Here, I think, is a text 

for some eloquent sermon on the 

virtues of Christianity (1947, p. 

43, emp. added). 
To echo the words of Jedidiah Morse, 
the “tyrannical governments” and 
“deplorable wretchedness” that contin- 
ues to characterize Islamic countries 
around the world will necessarily 
characterize America if and when 
Islam is allowed to permeate the 
nation’s institutions. 

[NOTE: For a discussion of the 

legitimacy of Islam and the Quran, 
see Miller, 2005.] 
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NOTEFROM.. 4 ~, 


We have been delighted with 
the success of previous summer 
camps conducted by Apologetics 
Press. Attended by hundreds of 
campers, these camps have offered 
the usual fun and games that go 
with summer camp (e.g, canoeing, 
swimming, crafts, sports, etc.). 
But more importantly, they have 
provided campers with activities 
and encounters that nurture the 
spiritual dimension of young people (e.g., devos, Bible 
studies, classes). 

This year, campers will be treated to the life- 
transforming experience associated with studying 

“Creation versus Evolution.” Young people will be 
treated to the evidence that disproves evolution 
while demonstrating the truthfulness of the Genesis 
account of Creation. Imagine the positive impact 
on a child, surrounded by other like-minded young 
people, all of whom are provided with a positive 

environment that reinforces the Bible’s depiction of 

the origin of life and species on Earth. 
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The camp is slated for June 9-14 and 
© will be conducted at the Indian Creek 
; = B Youth Camp in Oakman, Alabama 


= (approximately 40 miles northwest of 


Birmingham). The camp is for 3-12" 
> graders. You can register your children 


on-line at www.icycal.com, or you can 
print an application from their Web 
site and mail it to them. [AIl checks 
are to be made to ICYC.| 

Here is a tremendous opportunity 


to strengthen your children or grandchildren in 


their spiritual growth, enhancing their prospects 


of remaining undefiled by the world’s atheistic, 


evolutionary propaganda. We have a limit of 215 


campers for the week, so register soon. For more 
information, call our offices at 334-272-8558. 


Dave Miller 


| See the Center Spread 
for More Details 


